T 1HE RECENT PUBLICATION by the Department of the Army of the booklet Scientists in uniform, World War II was followed by a small flurry of editorial comment. Although the booklet was published by the Army, it is based on data obtained from scientists who had served in all branches of the armed forces. This renewed interest in the problem of the scientist's place in the National Military Establishment apparently was short-lived and resulted in no really significant action either on the part of the military or on the part of science. It is difficult to understand the apparent disregard of this critical summary of the experiences of a great number of scientists, which offered many lessons. These experiences should inspire an intensive effort to correct what are apparently self-admitted deficiencies. By this time, however, it is evident that the effort will not arise spontaneously within the armed services. If it is to be made, the effort will have to come from those scientists who provided the material on which the booklet was based, acting together with their fellow scientists, both as individuals and through their collective media-the scientific societies. Is this problem important enough to warrant some concerted action on the part of scientists? The evidence indicates that such action is not only desirable but actually fundamental to successful national defense. Even the layman saw how dependent the armed services were upon scientific advances during the war. Now that the war is over new weapons are still essential to successful national defense, and only scientific research can produce them. Many more facts point up the importance of good relations between science and the military. We have a large military establishment, which is continuing its warborn policy of supporting research. This country is assuming increased international responsibilities. In the event of another war an attack on the continental areas of the United States is almost certain. These are all reasons for establishing an efficient scientific organization within the services.
One might well inquire next whether science would be justified in attempting to establish within the armed services those conditions that are so well recognized as being essential to fruitful research. In this connection, the scientist should bear in mind that he has a dual responsibility, the first being his responsibility as a citizen of the United States, and the second his acknowledged indispensability in the development In answering the first question, one must remember that, in peacetime, the primary mission of the armed services is to prepare for the defense of the nation in the event of war. As has been stated, these preparations must depend upon scientific research to develop and to Not only is there apparently great reluctance on the part of organized science to attempt to correct the military situation, but also there is increasing reluctance to accept from the armed services any research contracts that have a security classification. Recently, the president of a leading university stated definitely that his university would not accept such contracts in the future. This attitude has found many adherents and will find many more. I will neither attack nor defend this position, although it is my opinion that research on classified projects in academic institutions is incompatible with academic and scientific ethics. The fact remains, however, that this attitude by academicians, scientists included, only increases their responsibility to see that the armed services are provided with the personnel and facilities necessary to carry out research themselves.
Realizing the failure or inability of the military services to solve the problem properly, and the failure of organized science to insist on a proper solution, one cannot help but be concerned about the situation. There is ample evidence at hand that the services will not take the necessary action of their own volition. This leaves but one course of action-organized science mnust reawaken its interest in the military problem. The medical profession, having failed to take similar action in the face of a parallel and long-standing problem, are now faced with a draft. Will a similar crisis be required to stimulate scientists?
In answer to the question, "What can be done?" I make the following suggestions:
1. Committees can be organized within scientific societies to make a thorough investigation of the role of the scientist and science in the armed forces.
2. The services of these committees can be offered to the Secretary of National Defense to investigate the problem and to make necessary recommendations. 
